44                 Panchapadika

the 'avabhasa\ For it is not a rule that the 'samskaras*
prevent the "tattvavabhasa9. Even when there are the 'sanT
skaras' in the form of 'rajata bhrama\ we have the appre-
hension of 'sukti'.

Nor can 'agrahana5 prevent the "avabhasa". 'Svarupa
grahana' is always there. When the 'samvedana5 is self-
luminous' the 'visayakadacitkaagrahana^non-apprchension
of the object) cannot prevent it*

Even the 'Karanas' or actions are not opposed to 'sva-
rupaavabhasa'. If the 'kaarnas' are its -virodhis', then 'cait-
anya' should cease to be luminous (prakasa) always.

Objection ; Don't we get the same conclusion even
if we admit 'ajnana9 as preventing the avabhasa9 ?

Reply ; No. 'Ajnana' has its 'asraya' in conscious-
ness. It is not offered to consiousness. It is not a 'prati-
bandhaka', for^svavishaya caitanyavahasa' (the apprearence
of its object).

"Aiana* is ^aksi caitanyavabhasaya' (illumined or
manifested by the witness consciousness). Karanas are not
so, since their 'avabhasyatva is due to the 'pramanas ' If,
on the other hand the karanas too are'cidbhasya^mainfested
by consciousness), then the 'saksi caitanya9 will have to be
always luminous and fire. That the karauas are the 'viro-
dhis' for the 'vabhasa9 of their own 'asraya' cannot 'be
established by any ^pramana". The 'bhranti samskara' does
not prevent the 'sukti bodha6 ; likewise the karanas which
are 'samskara rupas9 cannot prevent the 'avabhasa^ of
'Brahmasvarupa'. Hence we have to admit that the 'svaru-